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P. 3: 'dose //m/fs' that would eliminate significant risk ^ ' 

What is the industry’s position to determine ETS exposure? 

P. 4: The data from 13 other available studies 
These studies should be citedl 

P. 6: Many have never been tested in an inhalation system. 

No relevant critic. 


P. 8: (Epidemiologi^g-naphtylamine) 

No relevant information. 

P. 8: Any human lung carcinogenes among “list of 43" compounds? 
P. 9: Studies indicate ... or mainstream smoke. 

No comparison to SS possible (no undiluted SS^ ^ _. rVw < 
P. 9-10 '.Concentrations of ETS ... air monitors. 
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Detection limits have no toxicol^relevance. 
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P. 10: Studies based ... situation. ^ 
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Table I: Typical concentration and PELs/tL^s, would be helpful 
P. 13; Vp/ere OSHA to apply ... level. 

ETS as complex mixture can have a toxicity and a PEL independent of4 components. ‘ 

Table II: What are typical JETS' concentrations?_<£ T S 

Are dimethylhydracinejan^nitropropane^vinylchlorid jri ETS? 

Table III: I zinc stearate in ETS? ^ 

P. 14: 100 to 1000 times greater 
Pioorr 1 
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Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/gndc0003 




